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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 9/26/07. 

Claims 1,3-17, 19-33 and 35-48 are pending in this application. Claims 1,17 and 33 are 
independent claims. In the Amendment, filed on 9/26/07, claims 1, 4, 9, 17, 19, 20, 25, 33, and 
36 were amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
Claims 1, 3-17, 19-33 and 35-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Arora et al. ("Arora" US Patent No. 5,845,299) in view of Malamud et al. 
("Malamud" US Patent No. 6,948,126) and Kreegar et al. ("Kreegar" US Patent No. 5,396,590). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Arora teaches a method for temporarily displaying 
information relating to an object manipulator: 

displaying a graphic object in a computer graphics program; displaying an object 
manipulator on the graphic object; (i.e. "Properties" window related to items 502 and 504 in FIG. 
5 et seq. of Arora); 

wherein the object manipulator comprises a glyph or symbol that is used to modify a 
property of the graphic object; (figure 9a-9d) 

Arora does not teach temporarily displaying information relating to the object 
manipulator without activating the object manipulator. 

Malamud teaches receiving cursor input wherein a cursor is placed over the object (i.e. 
see tooltip associated with objects in FIGS. 2D-2H et seq. of Malamud). 
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It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
cursor input of Maiamud into the information display of Arora. Said artisan would have been 
motivated to combine Maiamud into Arora so that through manipulation of the cursor the user is 
able to have displayed information about the object (i.e. see col. 1 line 52 et seq. of Maiamud). 

Kreegar teaches displaying information relating to the object manipulator without 
activating the object manipulator (i.e. col. 2 line 50 et seq. of Kreegar: "without having to 
activate different modes for different manipulations"). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the non- 
activation required manipulators of Kreegar into the temporary display of Arora as modified by 
Maiamud. Said artisan would have been motivated to combine BCreegar into the modified Arora 
to allow a user • to manipulate the objects without having to resort to alternative* methods of 
manipulation (i.e. col. 2 line 45 et seq. of Kreegar). 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Arora, in combination with Maiamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 1, wherein temporarily displaying the information comprises changing a 
color of the object manipulator (i.e. compare "Color..." button in FIG. 3 et seq. of Arora with 
changes in object manipulators in Figs. 4(a)-5(e) et seq. of Kreegar), 

wherein other object manipulators are displayed in close proximity on the graphic object 
such that it is difficult to distinguish which object manipulator will be activated as a result of 
pointing device activiation (i.e. note proximity of tooltip information to curosr in FIGS. 2D-2H 
et seq. of Maiamud), and wherein the changing of the color distinguishes the object manipulator 
fi-om the other object manipulator (i.e. compare "Color..." button in FIG. 3 et seq. of Arora with 
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changes in object manipulators in Figs. 4(a)-5(e) et seq. of Kreegar). 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 1, wherein the information comprises a value of the property to be modified 
by the object manipulator (i.e. "Properties" window related to items 502 and 504 in FIG. 5 et seq. 
of Arora). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 4, wherein the property comprises a dimensional property (i.e. "Width" and 
"Height" in pixels in FIG. 3 et seq. of Arora). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 1, wherein the information comprises a graphics visual representation of the 
graphic object indicating a potential change to a state of the graphic object (i.e. "Properties" 
window related to items 502 and 504 in FIG. 5 et seq. of Arora). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 6, wherein the potential change comprises potential results of interacting 
with the object manipulator (i.e. "sample text" in item 504, compare "Properties" window in FIG. 
5 et seq. of Arora). 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar teaches 
the method of claim 1, wherein the information comprises a function of the object manipulator 
(i.e. note item 301 in Fig. 4(a) et seq. of Kreegar). 
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Regarding dependent claim 9, Arora, in combination with Malamud and BCreegar teaches 
the method of claim 8, wherein the function comprises a name of the property the object 
manipulator is used to modify (i.e. "Name Information Pointer" 26 in FIG. 2A et seq. of 
Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the information is displayed in a text message box (i.e. 
note box in "Name Information Pointer" 26 in FIG. 2A et seq. of Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 11, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the information comprises a method used to modify a 
function of the object manipulator (i.e. note item 301 in Fig. 4(a) et seq. of Kreegar). 

Regarding dependent claim 12, Arora, in combination with Malamud and BCreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the information is displayed immediately when the 
cursor is located over the object manipulator (i.e. compare object manipulators in Fig. 3 et seq. of 
Kreegar with information displayed when cursor over object in FIG. 2D et seq. of Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the information is displayed after a period of time has 
passed with the cursor located over the object manipulator (i.e. compare object manipulators in 
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Fig. 3 et seq. of ICreegar with information displayed when cursor over object in FIG. 2D et seq. 
of Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the information is hidden from display after a period of 
time has passed (i.e. compare related items with and without information in FIGS. 2D-2H et seq. 
of Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Arora, in combination with Malamud and Kreegar 

teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the information remains displayed until a user activates 
the object manipulator (i.e. compare object manipulators in Fig. 3 et seq. of Kreegar with 
information displayed when cursor over object in FIG. 2D et seq. of Malamud). 

Regarding dependent claim 16, Arora, in combination with Malamud and ICreegar 
teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the information remains displayed until the cursor is 
moved off of the object manipulator (i.e. compare object manipulators in Fig. 3 et seq. of 
ICreegar with information displayed when cursor over object in FIG. 2D et seq. of Malamud). 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 19 is similar in scope to claim 3, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim 20 is similar in scope to claim 4, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 21 is similar in scope to claim 5, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 22 is similar in scope to claim 6, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 23 is similar in scope to claim 7, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 24 is similar in scope to claim 8, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 25 is similar m scope to claim 9, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 10, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 27 is similar in scope to claim 11, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 28 is similar in scope to claim 12, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 29 is similar in scope to claim 13, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 30 is similar ~n scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim 3 1 is similar m scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 32 is similar ~n scope to claim 16, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 33 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 35 is similar in scope to claim 3, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 4, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 5, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 6, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 7, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 40 is similar tn scope to claim 8, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 41 is similar in scope to claim 9, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 



Claim 42 is similar in scope to claim 10, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim 43 is similar tn scope to claim 11, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 44 is similar tn scope to claim 12, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 45 is similar in scope to claim 13, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 46 is similar in scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 47 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 48 is-similar in scope to claim 16, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed on 9/26/07 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's argument focused following: 

A) Arora, Malamud, and Kreegar fail to teach temporarily displaying information relating 
to an object manipulator that is used to modify property of a graphic object 
A) The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 
During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 
54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in hght of the 
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specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be 
interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 
550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In this case, the combination of Malamud and Arora teaches this limitation. Combining 
Malamud's property information pop-up window of selected item (see Malamud col. 7, lines 42- 
70) with Arora's object manipulator, (see Arora, col. 9, lines 40-50) 

B) Arora, Malamud, and Kreegar fail to teach temporarily displaying information relating 
to an object manipulator that is used to modify a property of a graphic object without activating 
the object manipulator. 

In this case. In this case, the combination of Malamud and Arora teaches this limitation. 
Combining Malamud's property information pop-up window of selected item (see Malamud col. 
7, lines 42-70) with Arora's object manipulator, (see Arora, col. 9, lines 40-50) 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SIMON KE whose telephone number is (571)272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Peng Ke 
/S. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



/David A Wiley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 21 74 



